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RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF NON-RESPONSIVE AMENDMENT 

Sir: 

This is a response to the Notice of Non-Responsive Amendment mailed on September 15, 
2009. Applicants appreciate the Examiner speaking with the applicants' attorney on September 
29, 2009. Enclosed herewith is a submission in accordance with M.P.E.P. §713.04. 

In the Office communication, the Examiner states that the amendment filed on June 2, 

2009 is non-responsive under MPEP §821.03 on the grounds that the amended claims are drawn 

to a non-elected invention. The Examiner states that: 

the "newly amended claims contain different method steps as the 
original claims. The original claims indicated that the neural 
network was to be trained, whereas in the newly amended claims, 
the neural network organizes data into clusters. Thus, the original 
claims and the newly amended claims have different method 
steps." 

As clarified during the September 29, 2009 telephone conversation between the Examiner 
and applicants' attorney, the original claims were not directed to an Artificial Neural Network 
that "was to be trained." Instead, the Artificial Neural Network was already trained to perform 
various steps. In particular, originally filed claim 1 recited "feeding . . . parameter data to an 
Artificial Neural Network trained to recognize in said data a feature specific for a psychological 
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disorder[.]" Thus, the Artificial Neural Network was already trained. 

In the amended claims, the already trained Artificial Neural Network performs steps that 
include "organizing groups or clusters of parameter data," and "analyzing the received set of 
parameter data by making determinations and outputting an indication, thereby determining the 
presence or absence of the psychological condition." 

Accordingly, applicants respectfully submit that the June 2, 2009 Amendment and 
Response did not include amended claims that define processes that are of a materially different 
design, mode of operation, function, or effect and were not mutually exclusive from the 
originally filed claims. The amended claims are drawn to an elected invention, and applicants 
respectfully request the Examiner to reconsider the Notice of Non-Responsive Amendment, enter 
the Amendment as filed, allow the claims as amended and pass this case to issue. 



THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
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